R«K|j«Hse s<s If^sce actios «?0?/l4/2§?H5f 

reJccMom "n |he present appbcauon is fespecttuliy icqucit*-^ based on ihc follow 'ng 
remarks. 



At page 2 of the Office Action, claim 10 Is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as 
being aaticipped by I.ee (U,S. Pateat No. 6,402,634 B2), lliis rejectlmi ia fereby 
resixxtfully ikveosd mth mximdm&nt Claim 1 0 has been amended sokly to place it in 
better coaditfen for allowaisce and to advance proseciUion. 

Lee discloses m hmtxmmnM golf, dub md systm% U-e teaches, as shown in 
Figures 4 mi 5 and eol 5. lines 16-31, tMt the m$tmmmM gold club systern lias 
plnrality of s^aisors 62, 64, 66, 98, 102, 104, 124, 126, 128 and 130, which are 
distributed fj^m grip 12,shaft 14 through dub head 1§. IMa fem the sesssons are cmmd 
by wires 72, % 76, SO, 82, 84, i08, 1 10 and 1 12 aixj directed to a strain gauge 
condltlonifig fcoaM 122, disposed m dub head 18 (col 7, lines 24-27), 

Thns, Lee teaches a di^ibuted sensor m^mmxM golf dab, wMcb by the verj' 
r d.\ re and ^t|v«?5gcn e i of^t^ comtx>nents does r ot allow for the interdimging of the 
V Itb bw^' tUh bMft li J^vs A<A w J\ or bug^sst, ojsp'essly or inherently m 

'^^u . ^ ^ ^ V ' . u . V' voi ifonents unit disposed solely in fee shaft 

t * e i^s . ?jv r>ivv gc L' V* lb Oi s^x>it<5 d<. \ h e 

tnitn^rmore, Lee does not teach or suggest, expressly or inherentlY an electK>nic 
compononth una c^ibk of being msertea solely mio the shaft ot a sports device suci^ as a 
tsfmiis iackci b&sch J! b^. o> racouei \><^K un^Ve^ Appbc^^n. s'lbmts iba^ the wing 
dvi^m <:s <^»^T^u^ so'u} ! v> ^^ V ^.nMxumcnted golf 
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to be ciistomiaed to empioy Lee's tsacMags. Wberei^^, m tfee presetvt MventloB the 
eleckoaics c|>mpoaent unit can simply be removed froni oae golf chib, i.e. driver, md 
plcA.k \ ^ j4 0 £i c' ! p ker m * c-* c V <th<>ut u at ng aii v.n j k\b 

unil intQ the Isew racket Id mere moments SBd a^ntirme playing or practkiRg md record 
<^ ^ X ) ^ i J rav 1 1 > 5. o ip ^ J J"). s 5 t'^ t y «^ 

A Fl I ^'^1^ I \ i«-o natew 1 efs.hana!.% nek \t is 
e claim is toaa4 cither expressly or inherently described, to a single prior 
<; 1051, 1053 



1 

r 1 e 
( e 



(Fed. Or. 1^87). 

Applipant sabmits that claim 10, as amended, is not expressly or inherently 
described mi that each ai^d every elenKj^t is mt disclosed it^i the l..ee prior art j^fsrence. 
Ihereoii,.'. ii' ^-i^x^ ^.^'ihc f!,-s^,j>i;i5jy.. '\p|-^Uc;;'-f u\\;\v;'ns \ !0-kicm<> (he withdrawal ofths 
§ ]U2i,b) icjcttin.-n of clajn^ 50 a»d Its timely aliowaruie ^it tlds> tnne. 



Ol¥¥l«>mss:«ss ReJeettoK «>f Cldms l-Sj, ^^^^ ansl 14-21 

At paije 3 of the Office Actios, claims 1-3, 6-9, and 14-21 are rejected m^der 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable OYer Lee md in view of Zelner-Gundersen (U.S. 
Patent No. 5,^41 ,779). This rejection is hereby se^iectfully traversed with simmdment. 

MPEM § 2143.01 states that to ^^t^li&h& prima Jack case of obvioasness, tiiree 
basic criteria mmt be met First, tliere must be some suggestloa or moti%'atio.a, either in 
the refereacei ; tbemselves or m. the knowledge generally avsikbie to one of ordimry skill 
ri the art, to siicdiA- the refererttf or to cf^tn^^n^ ■^fe^^nee >'c<*chin>»s 'Second, there irx^st 



^ v.i V J,,- 'Mv d) ou (5,^0^^ 5) ^?.jjg«.s.t {«U the c Una ^uiiu>Uv>.i»? i civV^v 
>^uggesfton to nialce the clsimeJ conblt^at^onand the reasonabk expec^adon of success? 
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ATT0R[sf§5:Y i>oc mi no,i smmmmm Appifcatsos n«. loss^ia 

Respois^s ts> OITkif mtmi of §7/l4/200«» 

must both fed fomd in tlie prior art, not ia applicant's disciosisre. /m re Vaeck 94? F,2d 
488, 20 USPp2d 1438 (Fed. Cir. 1991). 

AppllcsBt asserts liiat with respect to independent claims i and 18, which have 
been miendel^l solely to place claims 1 ao.d 18 In better coBdhion for alJowance and to 
advance pro^^cistion, and depeivdent claims 2-3 asd 8-9 aad 21, which dspcad from 
md&pendmt hlmms I and 1 Sj respectivdy. tisst the cited reference of Lee and Lee in view 
of Zeiner"Gi|iderson, taken alone or in corabiaatioa do not teach or suggest an " 
i'cniovable elljctfonic components! unit inserted solely ii^to the sbafr' of the sports devke, 
A carefbi se^lcw a^^d anasysis of tbe [.ee reference discioses a distributed sensor 
instrii-mentedjciab. With sens(.srs being placed .hi the shaii snd L^ie club head,, vviili 
co.nKec&g ^^lii-es providing tetemetr^' to a comiecting board in tii© head oi'tbe club, I..ee 
does not teacli or suggest the placing of a i-emovable eleclronic components unit solely in 
the s.ha,ft of ths instrumented golf dnb or sportiBg device, 

d;. clo^iC^ a u^^v^ce that is ejtne?" peaTSv^-iOPvi) auachod to the j^pmuig ocvicf 
tcmpoiarx') attached to fee spouting device, "[hs Zeiner-Gundcrson ieferensx idh u> 
teach or ^wgg^st disps,>'?i3:5g solely mthia the sporttag device's shaft a removabk 
ekclTonic cotnpoGents imit, car^able of mej^snnng 3 participant"? nmng dynamics 

cf^K ponms mni i>ok\\ swiHn the ,sh^il of sporting device comes fxoni Apphcant's 
JsscIotiUie, MPEP § 2)41 si^es specjlis.aH> tl^ai when applying 35 D SX. § 103, one of 
the tenets of patent law that must be adhered to is th n the references must be \ iewed 
without iie benefit of impermissible hipd«%M ^i^ion afforded by the claimed in\ ontlon 
'^p;3iC<^tiurthetsnhniM>.l\\. , x . > >< ' . s< ^ r o-.e^e-^'-M-^ .ace 
J.^^fc■^^^ ^^i-andtheah?; A 50 v„ ...x.i eo . \ v,v^n <^i-v <v ^ 

t->*tle oban5.\e to -^hc sporting dc^ sec ".self Nv\^e 'he -.aed rcfe-e ■'ce-^ t:d Cx^ c^tbc* jloee 
o> 5n wrribmatMsn toadies or ijn|.gests tUh pouii ofrsovelEyor any of the wtlicj snu-^ntjaojci 
pomts of nov|hy as disclosed ajid claimed. 
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ATTORNEY PCX^KETNCX; SMEmiiiSO 



hi vi^wof ihs forgomg, it Is respectfuliy submiiled that the obviousBCSS rejectioa 
of claims l -^, 8-9, 1 S asid 2Hs miproper at this lime asid wthdrawal of this rsjs^tion and 
their timely lllowaBce is respcctflsliy requested. 

With respect to claim.s 6-7, 1 4- 15 and I9-20, 'v^ihich depend tro5.ii indep^nKleai 
ciainis I., 10 pd I S .res|)ectiveiy, Applicant asserts timt I.ee m view of Zciiief-Gm^derson, 
takm dom eft in combiMtion, tails to teach or suggest the piacmg of a removable 
ebctronic cohiponents unit solely within the shaft of a spom device md &rtbermc!re tJse 
placing of thfc e^ecirorJc co^r^poneBls vmi from owe device mio a. secop.d device. 

With Aspect to the Lee Mereace, AppBcam assem thai l...ee invention would have 
to be totally Msassembled Ix; placed iato a secoad device and be rendered totally 
iBoperabk far its Intended ptiipose, 

\ re\^ew ^^^t'le ab«;t"Vxrt of tbe 7cHh- - Gutder oti n ftne'^cc ti" cd wife cii3phasi& 
d <h lor ^isto\"rj; iho pr fom ancc of a golfei, o-^t c dailv ihe vepetitj^ ^ co) rec* 

^ \ l^€k^ Iic^ibfce V cciana^c^t-^toj^ )Ke.n 

^^ -s t en >^^i5 g> o\ ^> ucr on CO £ en<?o *i ^n<i a I k.^ set ot ^d-^'^N sf on^' \ 
*o >c sc *5orS 10 gsve ati -^i d ble ( v ucnle aUrro when the golfer'*! is outs de 
shat ca!;h dirccuonal gjfo's *>ie<lUsm) ^ea md h&i otatm^ ds ectio , Aophcajit fed to 



iti^-jji^^ pciStM d k:ao\^laie« to j^apoon 'he lu di is ot is ki>ovi,>. sn ..he ti-^e 
exajKii'C^ n u|tt prax Kk aii alisdavit or acciarauoB pm-suant w Mi' I- ^ :?i44 04. »etaug 
fo.i^ uTc is »^.d expiat)a»,»Oi,. ^'5 1 d. ig, Sve CFR 

* ^ V ^ V ^n thv an V tl 01 « evKlt m x - ^ the .ccofd as the 



Page II of 13 



(as. I 



with respect 



s4~5s 



of claims 4-5 



ATTORNEY pOCKET NO,; 

M Yi^w of the foregoing, it i s respectfully submitted th&t tlie Office 
Lee aad Zeiaer-Guademn disclose or suggest, aioae or in 
of claims 6-7, 14- J 5 md 19-20. llierefore, it is : 
rejeciioTj of claims 6-7, 1445 and 19-20 is 
%¥ithdrawal of tbis rejectioR tefore is Bsspect&ily r^Bested, 



ReJecli^E tvf Cklms 4«5, sb4 11-13 

Office Acfe>% cMms 4-5, aiid 1 M3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 
testable over Lee md Zemer-Gimdersen and f^irtte in view of Haimnoad 
•^0. 3,945,646). 'Oiis rejection is li 



to claims 4- 5, aid 11-13,^ 
> the Lee and Zeiner-Gonderson references. With respsst to the Hainmoiid 
oes not teach or suggest the placing of a mmmsbh electmBic compomm 
& th& shaft of a sporting device. The applied ?«feences arid cited 
en alone or k combimtioxi do aot teach or suggest ail of the limitations of 
11143. 

V of the forgoing, it is respsctfirfiy siihtnitted that the obviousasss x^jecti on 
md 1 1-13 is improper at this time arid withdrawal of this rejection. 



The A-pplk'aojs rcspccUuH;. sLibms? -he p.;x*.sen5 appikauo?^ is i.« co,udition for 
sMov^ixice. axxd mi early iBiiicaiioj? of the smm is courteously solicited. The Exa-mifier is 
i to contact the undersigBed by tdepboxie st tlie below listed 
f in order to expedite resolution of any issues and to expedite passage of 
a to issue, if any cosiBients, qiiestiom, or suggestions arise in 
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ATTORNEY jJOCK.ET NO.: 



Appi 
to file this R: 



cast respectMiy fe<juests aa extession of turn of one {!) month mth which 



?sponse. 



Respect&liy submitted. 



Date: blovember 9, 2006 




William N. Hwlssy ni,^eg. No, 33,402 
Attorney for the Applicant 
Hulsey' foteUectua! Property Lawyers, F,C. 
1250 S. C&piU of Texas Highway' 
Bmlding 3, Suite 310 
Austin, Texas 78746 
(512) 795-1295 (phooe) 
(512) 233-2602 (fax) 
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